REMARKS 


Claims 1- 27 are pending in the instant patent application. Claims 1, 10, 
and 19 are amended herein. No new matter has been added as a result of the 
amendments. 


§ 102 Rejections 

Claims 1 - 5, 7, 9 -14, 16, 18 - 23, 25, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 102(a), as being anticipated by Nilsson, Introduction to PSpice Manual for 
Electric Circuits Using OrCad Release 9.1 (hereinafter, Nilsson). Applicants 
have reviewed the cited reference and respectfully submit that the embodiments 
of the present invention as recited in Claims 1 - 5, 7, 9-14, 16,18 - 23, 25, and 
27 are neither shown nor suggested by Nilsson. 

Examiner is respectfully directed to independent Claim 1, which recites 
that an embodiment of the present invention is directed to a method of API 
(application programming interface) generation for an electronic circuit 
comprising: 

... initiating said graphical user interface to invoke a processing of 
said descriptive data causing an automatic generation of said API, in 
response to a user input, said API comprising a device-interface and 
interrupt activity framework for source programming and for 
controlling said function of said component in said electronic circuit. 
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Independent Claims 10 and 19 recite limitations similar to those of independent 
Claim 1. Claims 2 - 5, 7, and 9 depend from independent Claim 1 and recite 
further limitations of the claimed invention. Claims 11 - 14, 16, and 18 depend 
from independent Claim 10 and recite further limitations of the claimed 
invention. Claims 20 - 23, 25, and 27 depend from independent Claim 19 and 
recite further limitations of the claimed invention. 

Applicants submit that Nilsson does not teach or suggest the limitation of: 

initiating said graphical user interface to invoke a processing of said 
descriptive data causing an automatic generation of said API, in response 
to a user input, said API comprising a device-interface and interrupt 
activity framework for source programming and for controlling said 
function of said component in said electronic circuit,” 

as is recited in Claim 1. Therefore, Claim 1 is not anticipated. 

Nilsson discloses a method for specifying the type of circuit analysis to 
perform on a circuit; see e.g., pages 9-10 of Nilsson. Nilsson also discloses a 
method to view simulation results, which can include a netlist, see e.g., pages 11 
-12 of Nilsson. However, as Nilsson discloses, the netlist is only a collection of 
statements that identify the circuit components, their attributes, and their 
topological connections; see e.g., page 7 of Nilsson. Nilsson further discloses that 
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the netlist is “...the collections of statements that describe the circuit as a 


schematic in a form that PSpice can understand;” see e.g., page 11 of Nilsson. 
However, Nilsson is silent with respect to an API or a netlist, “ comprising a 
device-interface and interrupt activity framework for source programming and 
for controlling said function of said component in said electronic circuit,” as is 
recited in Claim 1. The Applicants submit that Nilsson does not teach an API that 
comprises a device interface and interrupt activity framework for source 
programming and controlling the functions of a component in an electronic 
circuit, and further that the netlist of Nilsson does not perform these functions 
either, but instead acts as a data file that merely describes a circuit schematic. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Nilsson fails to anticipate or 
render obvious the Applicants’ invention as is set forth in Claims 1, 10, and 19, 
and as such, Claims 1,10, and 19, overcome the Examiner’s basis for rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(a), and Applicants submit these claims are in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, the Applicants also respectfully submit that Nilsson 
does not anticipate or render obvious the embodiments of the claimed invention 
as are recited in Claims 2 - 5, 7, and 9 dependent on Claim 1, Claims 11 - 14,16, 
and 18 dependent on Claim 10, and 20 - 23, 25, and 27 dependent on Claim 19, 
and that Claims 2 - 5, 7, 9,11 - 14, 16, 18, 20 - 23, 25, and 27 overcome the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) through dependency on allowable base claims. 

§105 Rejections 
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Claims 6,15, and 24 

Claims 6, 15, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nilsson in view of Hsu U.S. Patent No. 6,138,270 (hereinafter 
Hsu). Applicants have reviewed the cited references, and respectfully submit 
that the embodiments of the present invention as recited in Claims 6, 15, and 24 
are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Nilsson in view of Hsu, either 
alone or in combination. 

The Examiner is respectfully directed to dependent Claim 6, which recites 
a method, as recited in Claim 1, “wherein said API further comprises assembly 
code.” Dependent Claims 15 and 24 recite similar limitations to those of Claim 6. 
Claim 6 depends from independent Claim 1, Claim 15 depends from independent 
Claim 10, and Claim 24 depends from independent Claim 19, and all recite 
further limitations of embodiments of the present invention. 

The Hsu reference indicates that users can manually write programs in 
assembly language and other programming languages to control electronic 
instruments (not circuits), and further indicates that users can create graphical 
programs to control electronic instruments (not circuits). However, Hsu is silent 
with respect to creating an API in assembly code. Further, Hsu does not cure the 
deficiencies of Nilsson discussed above. In fact, nowhere in the Hsu reference is a 
method disclosed or suggested with an automatically created API, “ comprising a 
device-interface and interrupt activity framework for source programming and 
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for controlling said function of said component in said electronic circuit ,” as 
recited in Claims 1,10, and 19 (from which Claims 6, 15, and 24 respectively 
depend). Further, nowhere in Hsu is an API in assembly code even mentioned. 

Consequently, the embodiments of the Applicants’ invention set forth in 

Claims 6,15, and 24 are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Nilsson and 

1 

Hsu, either alone or in combination, and as such, Claims 6, 15, and 24, overcome 
the Examiner’s basis for rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), and Applicants submit 
that these claims are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Applicants also 
respectfully submit that Claim 6 dependent from Claim 1, Claim 15 dependent 
from Claim 10, and Claim 24 dependent from Claim 19, all overcome the basis for 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) through their dependency on allowable base 
claims. 


Claims 8, 17, and 26 

Claims 8, 17, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nilsson in view of McDonald et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,530,065 
(hereinafter McDonald). Applicants have reviewed the cited references, and 
respectfully submit that the embodiments of the present invention as recited in 
Claims 8, 17, and 26 are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Nilsson in 
view of McDonald, either alone or in combination. 
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The Examiner is respectfully directed to dependent Claim 8, which recites 
a method, as recited in Claim 1, “wherein said data is substantially expressed in 
extensible markup language.” Dependent Claims 17 and 26 recite similar 
limitations to those of Claim 8. Claim 8 depends from independent Claim 1, Claim 
17 depends from independent Claim 10, and Claim 26 depends from independent 
Claim 19, and all recite further limitations of embodiments of the present 
invention. 

The McDonald reference indicates that users can communicate schematic, 
test and component parameters using XML (extensible markup language); see 
e.g. col. 9, lines 63-67 of McDonald. However, McDonald does not cure the 
deficiencies of Nilsson discussed above. In fact, nowhere in the McDonald 
reference is a method disclosed or suggested that comprises: 

initiating said graphical user interface to invoke a processing of said 
descriptive data causing an automatic generation of said API, in response 
to a user input, said API comprising a device-interface and interrupt 
activity framework for source programming and for controlling said 
function of said component in said electronic circuit, 

as recited in Claims 1, 10, and 19 (from which Claims 8, 17, and 26 respectively 
depend). 
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Consequently, the embodiments of the Applicants’ invention set forth in 
Claims 8, 17, and 26 are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Nilsson and 
McDonald, either alone or in combination, and as such, Claims 8,17, and 26, 
overcome the Examiner’s basis for rejection under 35 U.S.G. 103(a), and 
Applicants submit these claims are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the 
Applicants also respectfully submit that Claim 8 dependent from Claim 1, Claim 
17 dependent from Claim 10, and Claim 26 dependent from Claim 19, all 
overcome the basis for rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) through their 
dependency on allowable base claims. 


SUMMARY 

In view of the foregoing remarks, the Applicants respectfully submit that 
the pending claims are in condition for allowance. The Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration of the Application and allowance of the pending claims. 

If the Examiner determines the prompt allowance of these claims could be 
facilitated by a telephone conference, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
Applicants’ designated representative at the below listed phone number. 


Respectfully submitted, 

WAGNER, MURABITO & HAO LLP 
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Registration No. 55,466 

WAGNER, MURABITO &? HAO LLP 
Two North Market Street 
Third Floor 

San Jose, California 95113 
(408) 938-9060 Voice 
(408) 938-9069 Facsimile 
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